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Art Unit: 3753 

DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
3/19/2009 has been entered. 

Claims 1-4 have been cancelled. Claims 28-104 have been withdrawn. Claims 5-27 
and 105 are pending for immediate consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 5-27 and 105 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lambrechts (EP 0 389 191 A1) in view of Sonoco (GB 2 210 865 A) and Sieger 
(DE 39 22 779 A1) 
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Regarding claims 5-8, 11-16 and 19, Lambrechts discloses a method of filling and 
dispensing beer from a bag (20) contained in and supported by a keg (10), the method 
comprising the steps of: 

evacuating the keg of air located between the keg and the bag (see col. 5 lines 6- 

14); 

filling the inflated bag with beer (col. 4 lines 25-32); and 
applying a gas under pressure into the keg against the bag during beer 
dispensing to facilitate dispensing of beer from the bag (see col. 4 lines 36-55). 

Lambrechts does not disclose the step of pre-inflating the bag with inert CO2 to 
displace air from the bag, prior to filling the bag with beer. However, Sonoco teaches 
that to avoid the spoilage of beer, it was known in the art at the time of invention to pre- 
inflate such a bag with CO2 (see written description p. 1 Tf 2). To avoid spoilage of the 
beer held in Lambrechts' device, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to pre-inflate Lambrechts' bag with CO2, as taught by Sonoco. 

Neither Lambrechts nor Sonoco discloses the step of venting the CG^from the 
bag during the step of filling the bag with beer. However, Sieger teaches that it was 
known in the art at the time of invention to vent gas from an inflated bag during the step 
of filling the inflated bag with a beverage (see FIG 2). To allow the full volume of 
Lambrechts' bag to be utilized for the storage of beer, it would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to vent the CO2 from the bag 
during the step of filling the inflated bag with beer, as taught by Sieger. 

Regarding claims 9, 10, 17 and 18, Sonoco teaches inflating the bag to a volume 
corresponding to that of the container, so that the bag is in contact with the inside walls 
of the container (see written description page 1 paragraph 2 - "It may then be inflated 
... until it is in intimate contact with the casing"). 

Regarding claims 20-24 and 27, Lambrechts discloses a method of filling an alcohol 
beverage into a bag contained in and supported by a beer keg having a valve system 
mounted with the bag and keg, the method comprising the step of: 

filling the bag with beer through a second valve (generally 33; note that a valve is 
anything that controls the flow of fluid through a conduit). 

Lambrechts does not disclose the step of inflating the bag with CO2 prior to filling 
the bag with beer. Sonoco teaches that to avoid the spoilage of beer, it was known in 
the art at the time of invention to pre-inflate a similar bag with carbon dioxide using a 
second valve (16, which is also used to fill the bag with beer). To avoid spoilage of the 
beer held by Lambrechts' device, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to pre-inflate Lambrechts' bag with CO2 through the second valve, as taught by Sonoco. 
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Lambrechts also discloses a first valve (generally 34) capable of exhausting gas 
from a space between the keg and the bag, but does not disclose the step of applying a 
vacuum thereto. However, it was common knowledge that positive pressure acting in 
one direction has the same effect as negative pressure acting in the opposite direction. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to inflate 
Lambrechts' bag with CO2 by attaching a vacuum to the first valve, for instance where 
the supply pressure of C0 2 is running low. 

Lambrechts nor Sonoco discloses the step of venting CO2 from the bag. 
However, Sieger teaches that it was known in the art at the time of invention to vent an 
inert gas through a third valve (10, which is separate from the valve used to supply 
beer) from an inflatable bag during the step of filling the inflated bag with a beverage (as 
shown at FIG 2). To allow the full volume of Lambrechts' bag to be utilized for the 
storage of beer, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to vent the CO2 from Lambrechts' bag through a third valve, as taught by 
Sieger. 

Regarding claims 25 and 26, Sonoco teaches inflating the bag to a volume 
corresponding to that of the container, so that the bag is in contact with the inside walls 
of the container (see written description page 1 paragraph 2 - "It may then be inflated 
... until it is in intimate contact with the casing"). 
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Regarding claim 105, Lambrechts discloses the step of evacuating the keg of air located 
between the keg and the bag to occur prior to inflating the bag with CO2 . (See col. 5 
lines 5-9; the steps are cyclical.) 

4. Claims 20-27 are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lambrechts in view of Sonoco, Sieger and Pitts (3,527,021 ). 

Regarding claims 20-24 and 27, Lambrechts discloses a method of filling an alcohol 
beverage into a bag contained in and supported by a beer keg having a valve system 
mounted with the bag and keg, the method comprising the step of: 
filling the bag with beer through a second valve (generally 33). 

Lambrechts does not disclose the step of inflating the bag with CO2 prior to filling 
the bag with beer. Sonoco teaches that to avoid the spoilage of beer, it was known in 
the art at the time of invention to pre-inflate a similar bag with carbon dioxide using a 
second valve (16, which is also used to fill the bag with beer). To avoid spoilage of the 
beer held by Lambrechts' device, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to pre-inflate Lambrechts' bag with CO2 through the second valve, as taught by Sonoco. 

Lambrechts also discloses a first valve (34) capable of exhausting gas from a 
space between the keg and the bag, but does not disclose the step of applying a 
vacuum thereto. Pitts teaches that it was known to inflate a bag by creating a state of 
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vacuum on the exterior thereof. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to inflate Lambrechts' bag with CO2 by attaching a vacuum to the first valve, for 
instance where the supply pressure of CO2 is running low. 

Lambrechts nor Sonoco discloses the step of venting CO2 from the bag. 
However, Sieger teaches that it was known in the art at the time of invention to vent a 
gas through a third valve (10, which is separate from the valve used to supply beer) 
from an inflatable bag during the step of filling the inflated bag with a beverage (as 
shown at FIG 2). To allow the full volume of Lambrechts' bag to be utilized for the 
storage of beer, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to vent the CO2 from Lambrechts' bag through a third valve, as taught by 
Sieger. 

Regarding claims 25 and 26, Sonoco teaches inflating the bag to a volume 
corresponding to that of the container, so that the bag is in contact with the inside walls 
of the container (see written description page 1 paragraph 2 - "It may then be inflated 
... until it is in intimate contact with the casing"). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicants' arguments filed 3/1 9/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that it would not have been obvious to fill the bag with 
carbon dioxide by creating a vacuum on the exterior of the bag, because the method 
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disclosed by the immediate application does not use the negative pressure to inflate the 
bag with carbon dioxide (Remarks, pp. 9-10). In response, the fact that Applicant has 
recognized another advantage which would flow naturally from following the suggestion 
of the prior art cannot be the basis for patentability when the differences would 
otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 
1985). 

6. Applicant's arguments not addressed above have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to WILLIAM MCCALISTER whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-1869. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 9-7. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robin Evans can be reached on 571-272-4777. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/WILLIAM MCCALISTER/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3753 

WM 

6/9/2009 

/Timothy L Maust/ 

for Gregory Huson, SPE of Art Unit 3751 



